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C/a/7r? Objections 

1 . Claims 2-9, 11-18 and 20-27 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: 

In claims 2-9, line 1 the term "a system" should be -the system-. 

In claims 11-18, line 1 the term "a method" should be -the method-. 

In claims 20-27, line 1 the term "a computer program product" should be -the computer 

program product-. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this. Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. ' Claims 1-4, 10-13 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Puhl etal. (US 6,223,291 B1). 

Regarding claim 1,10 and 19, Puhl discloses a system for downloading pushed 
content comprising; a terminal comprising a processor capable of receiving service 
loading content that identifies download content and has a digital signature. The 
processor is implicitly stated by the prior art. Wherein the processor is capable of 
authenticating the service loading content based upon the digital signature, and if the 
service loading content is authenticated, pulling the download content to the terminal 
and wherein the processor is capable of authenticating the service loading content and 
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pulling the downloading content, in response to receiving the service loading content 
(col. 13, lines 30-46; col. 13, lines 47-67) and independent of interaction for a user of 
the terminal (col. 8, lines 2-4, lines 10-12). 

Regarding claim 2, 1 1 and 20, Puhl discloses the processor of the terminal is 
capable of verifying the digital signature with a public key to thereby authenticate the 
service loading content (col. 13, lines 30-40). 

Regarding claim 3, 12 and 21, Puhl discloses a push initiator capable of digitally 
signing the service loading content with a private key associated with the public key and 
thereafter transmitting the service loading content to the terminal (col. 3, lines 11-14). 

Regarding claim 4, 13 and 22, Puhl discloses an origin server associated with the 
download content, wherein the service loading content identifies the origin server 
associated with the download content (see para. 0009 of the background of the 
applicant invention); the processor of the terminal is capable of sending a request for 
the download content to the origin server when the service loading content is 
authenticated (col. 13, lines 30-46) wherein the processor is capable of receiving the 

■ • 

download content from the origin server in response to the request (col. 13, lines 47- 
49). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4' The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5, 14 and 23, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Puhl et al (US 6,223,291 B1) in view of Chakravorty et al. (US 2004/0176080 A1). 

Regarding claim 5, 14 and 23, Puhl discloses all the limitations of claim 5, except 
that the processor of the terminal is capable of operating a download agent, wherein the 
download agent is capable of receiving a download descriptor and thereafter receiving 
the download content. 

Chakravorty discloses a download descriptor and thereafter receiving the 
download content (see abstract). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Chakravorty to include the 
use of a download descriptor in order to provide the user/device instructions on how to 
download content, such that the user/device may know where content resides and how 
to configure one system to receive content. 

6. Claim 6-9, 15-18 and 24-27, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Puhl et al. (US 6,223,291 B1) in view of Chakravorty et al. (US 
2004/0176080 A1) as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Singh et al. (US 
2003/0147369 A1). 

Regarding claim 6-7, 15-16 and 24-25, Puhl and Chakravorty discloses all the 
limitation of claim 6-7, 15-16 and 24-25 except that the download agent is capable of 
determining if an interrupt occurs in receiving the plurality of data packets such that the 
download agent receives less than the plurality of data packets of the download content, 
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and if an interruption occurs in receiving the plurality of data packets, recovering the 
download content such that the download agent receives the plurality of data packets. 

Singh discloses the download agent is capable of determining if an interrupt 
occurs in receiving the plurality of data packets such that the download agent receives 
less than the plurality of data packets of the download content, and if an interruption 
occurs in receiving the plurality of data packets, recovering the download content such 
that the download agent receives the plurality of data packets (para. 0354, lines 1-7; 
para 0357, lines 1-9). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Puhl to include the use of an agent for detection an interrupt 

■ 

during content downloading in order to ensure wireless device receive all data packets 
that the device is supposed to receive from the distributor, as wireless connectivity at 
times are not reliable (para. 0355). 

7. Claim 8-9, 17-18 and 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Puhl et al. (US 6,223,291 B1) in view of Singh et al. (US 
2003/0147369 A1). 

Puhl discloses all the limitation of claims 8-9, 17-18 and 26-27 except for the 
terminal is capable of operating a download agent capable of receiving the plurality of 
data packets and receiving at least one information packet regarding at least one group 
of at least on data packet and determining if an interruption occurs while receiving the 
packets, if an interruption occurs recover the missing packets the was not previously 
received (para. 0354, lines 1-7; para 0357, lines 1-9). 
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Singh discloses the download agent is capable of determining if an interrupt 
occurs in receiving the plurality of data packets such that the download agent receives 
less than the plurality of data packets of the download content, and if an interruption 
occurs in receiving the plurality of data packets, recovering the download content such 
that the download agent receives the plurality of data packets (para. 0354, lines 1-7; 
para 0357, lines 1-9). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Puhl to include the use of an agent for detection an interrupt 
during content downloading in order to ensure wireless device receive all data packets 
that the device is supposed to receive, from the distributor, as wireless connectivity at 
times are not reliable (para. 0355). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

i 

i 

examiner should be directed to Esteve Mede whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1594. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30-5:00 PM, 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on 571-272-3865. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Esteve Mede 
EM 

July 10, 2007 
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